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DIALOGUE IN DEFENCE OF UNI- 


TARIAN PRINCIPLES. 

[The same causes and circumstances uniform- 
ly produce the same results. We observe 
in several quarters of our country, period- 
ical publications springing up, whose entire 
or partial object is the defence of Unitarian 
sentiments. In a little weekly paper print- 
at New-Bedford, Mass. and * devoted to 
literature and religion,” we find the follow- 
ing neat and candid dialogue, which as it 
accords generally with our own opinions, 
and with the professed design of our publi- 
cation, we extract for the improvement and 
gratification of our readers. The last par- 
agraph especially we consider to be full of 
as much solid, scriptural, evangelical, ra- 
tional and luminous truth, as was ever con- 
densed into the same space. Its statements 
are the result evidently of just, deep and 
comprehensive reflection. We have good 
reasons for ascribing the article to the pen 
of a respectable layman. Ed. Unita. 
Defend. | 
Calvinist. “ Youexpectsalvation by your 

own works without Christ, and the assistance 

of the Holy Spirit. 

Unitarian. “ ‘This we have often heard, 
but with what truth, let the reader judge. 
We contend that salvation is wholly of grace, 
and that Christ has redeemed all those from 
the curse of the law, who are obedient to the 
gospel. Ile is the end of the law for right- 
eousness to every one that believeth. None 
are saved by obedience to the law, and none 
without obedience to the gospel. E-vangeli- 
cal works are works for which we contend. 

Cal._—** But you have no moral power to 
do them. 

Unit.—* Then we can be under no moral 
obligation. 

Cal.—* You can do nothing of yourself. 

Unit.—“ Weare not required to do any thing 
without that assistance which God is ready to 











vouchsafe to us in the discharge of all moral 
duties. If we have no moral power, we can- 
not sin; or is sin no moral act? How can the 
spirit convince a man of sin, or of disobedi- 
ence to the gospel, if he has no moral power 
to obey it? This is the only sin that shuts a 
man out of heaven. If Christ “had not 
come and spoken unto them, they had not 
had sin, but now they have no cloak for their 
sin,’ see John, xv. 22. and 24. If law 
had been the condition of salvation, no flesh 
could have been saved, but by the gospel, 
Christ’s yoke is easy, and his burthen is light. 
Salvation is possible—is practicable; none 
have reason to complain of a hard master. 
In Christ all the families of the earth are bles- 
sed. All mankind are redeemed from the 
curse of the law by Christ, and’are placed 
under the gospel. If righteousness come by 
the law, Christ is dead in vain, Gal. xi. 16,21. 
Rom. iii. 20.—31, and v. 6—12. Christ 
has abolished death and brought life and im- 
mortality to light—he is the resurrection, the 
life, and the light of the world. 

Cal.—* Christ is God, man, and mediator. 

Unit.—* Impossible that the same being 
should be God, man, and mediator. It des- 
troys the very idea of a mediator. A media- 
tor is not a mediator of one, but God is one. 
The promise of salvation by grace, without 
works, without a legal righteousness, was 
made to us by a mediator, the mediator of the 
new covenant, who has set aside law, asa 
condition of salvation, and introduced gospel 
obedience, as the unalterable condition. Hence 
salvation is wholly of grace, but the accept- 
ance of a free gift does not alter its freeness. 
The gift of God is eternal life through Jesus 
Christ our Lord. This is a gift which no 
works, that man ever did, or can do, can 
merit. 

Cal.—* If you are not satisfied with my 
articles of belief, pray give your own. 

Unit.—* I have but one, and that is, that 
Christ, under God, is the Alpha and Omegaof 
the christian scheme, his doctrines the creden- 
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da ct agenda* ot the gosyel dispensation. God 
is well pleased with him, with what he has 
done and suffered tor the good of mankind. 
He has published the terms of acceptance 
with God, and they are repentance towards 
(sod, and taith in our Lord Jesus Christ. This 
is lite eternal, to know thee, the only true 
God and Jesus Christ whom thou has seat. To 
know the great I am, the all sufficient good, 
and Jesus the messenger of his grace,is enough 
for man to know, and to be obedient to the 
gospel, is enough for him to do. This is 
all God requires m order tohis obtaining eter- 
nal lite. ‘This is the sum of the Christian re- 
ligion, level to the weakest capacity, and con- 
taining no mysteries, absurdities, or contra- 
dictions. Man has no need to ascend into 
heaven, to know what Christ was before or 
since time—no need to know more of God 
than Christ has revealed—no need to pry in- 
to the decrees of God, or the rolls of elec- 
tion in order to learn his destiny ;—his own 
character will teach bim what he is, and what 
he needs; the word is nigh him, even in his 
mouth and heart, that if le shall confess with 
his mouth, and believe with his heart, he shall 
be saved. We are all under grace, and the 
spirit of God hath come down from heaven, 
to convince the world of sin, because of dis- 


obedience to the gospel. This is the sin of 


all sins of the blackest dve. 
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[Our readers will perceive het the rround 
of areument, in the remarks which follow, 
is subs italhy the same as that pres nted 
m the extracts from Belshain’s answer 
to Moysey, published in our Test number. 
‘The truth is, these remarks were prepared 
for publication before the above-mentioned 


| 

biek vs Pe: a de by nucthes hand 
extracts,which were made by another hand, 
had come under the writer's observition 5 
and the original work he has sever scen. 


Oh. observing the resemblonce. bis tvs! 
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tien. But on further reflection he has de- 
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termined otherwise. Because, thouch the 
eeneral arcument is subsiantially the same, 


vet the manner of conducting it is dulerent, 

aun t the subject is of suilicient i nporeane 

io merit, being presented in every variety 

of leit. | 

he hour cometh, and now is, when the 
ij worshippers shall worsh p th father. 

John. iv. 23. 

Does our Saviour in this passage reveal a 

new object of worship? If not, then we 
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learn from nt two things. The first is, that 
the ancient Jews knew nothing of the doctrine 
of a trinity, at least, that their worship had 
no reference to sucha distinetion inthe object 
to whom it was offered. The second is. that 
those who worshipped the Father should be 
considered the true worshippers in all suc 
ceeding time. 

With regard to the first, it is evident, from 
theremark of our Saviour.that the ancient Jews 
worshipped the Father ouly. He does not 
say God; this term, our opponents might say, 
was ambiguous, and might be understood to 
imply a trinity of persoas in one essence. But 
the term Father precludes the possibility of 
resorting to any such evasive and fanciful 
hy pothesis. The Father is here contracdistin- 
guished, beyond all question, from the Son; 
for it is the Son who Spe aks. Andofthe Ho- 
ly Spirit no mention is made; no intimation 
is given that such an object of worship was 
ever thought of. Now, this view of the faith 
and religious practice of the ancient Jews is 
more important than, at first sight, it may 
appear. 

We have ever considered it one of the 
strongest objections against the doctrine of 
the trinity—or rather, of the supreme deity 
of Jesus Christ—that no intimation of its in- 
culeation, and of the surprise and amazement, 
which the Apostles must have felt when first 
made acquainted with a fact so portentous, 
appears in the gospel history.—That they 
should have learned, without apparent emo- 
tion, that the friend,with whom they so fami- 
liarly conversed, with whom they ate, and 
drank, end laboured, and suffered weariness 
and privations, was noue other than the su- 
preme and wichangeable Jehovah. We say 
that the absence of such intimations is abso- 
lniely anaccounteble on the trinitarian scheme. 
It appears to us utterly lacredible that the 
Apostles should have lived, and conversed 
with Jesus, in the mannerthey did, kiowing 
him to be that Mighty One whose sacred naine, 
even, it wes unlawtul tor a Jew to viter. 
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on the manifesiaiion of Jesus. and bis asser- 
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sut this assumption is made not only without 
proof, but against proof. We affirm that no 
vestige of the existence of this doctrine ¢an 
be found in Jewish history ; and it is manitest- 
ly inconsistent with the tuet—which our op- 
ponents themselves will not deny—that the 
disciples of our Saviour, and even after his 
resurrection, regarded him as a temporal 
prince. It is disproved too, as we think, by 
the passage quoted at the head of this article, 
which clearly shows that no such doctrine pre- 
vailed among the Jews, and therefore no such 
expectation could have beenentertained. — H, 
then) this conclusion be just, and we see hot 
how it can be invalidated—we ask again, is 
it credible, that plain and simple minded men, 
like the Apostles, to whom the doctrine of a 
trinity was unknown, should have learned 
with such apparent indifference, that their in- 
structer, and friend, the companion of their 
daily walks, the Lassate of their domestic cir- 
cles, was no other than their Creator, and 
Judge? ts it credible that diis should have been 
taueht them without making sufficient impres- 
sion on their minds to induce them to note the 
circumstance in their histories > Was this, the 
fundamental doetrine of the gospel as ‘Trini- 
turians regard it—and justly,too, if it be trae— 
the only one of all the instructions of Jesus, 
the time, occasion and circumstances of which 
should lave been forgotion, or overlooked by 
those afiectionate historians of their Master's 
life—historians so minute too, so graphic, we 
may say, in the detail of such particulars ? 
Was the communication of this momentous 
nee? less likely than all others to impress their 
minds, to excite their imaginations, to blend it- 
self, in ng tone of their ideas, with the 
recollection of the time when, and the place 
where it was first made? In tracing back the se- 
ries of events in their Master’s life, in embody- 
ing and arranging tor publication—for ap im- 
perishable record to future times—their recol- 
Icetion of his discourses and his actions, did the 
thoucht of this alone never recur to their me- 
wiones?’ When our Saviour first intimated to 
his disciples lis approaching death and resur- 
rection, they were struck, we are told, with 
surprise and astonishment. Was the doctrine 
in question lesslikely to have awakened these 
emotions? It was surely, beyond compari- 
son more likely to have done so. Yet in the 
one case these effects are distinctly mentioned 
by all four of the evangelists ;— in the-other, 
not a trace of them can be discovered. 
Again, the supposition that the disciples be- 
lieved their Master to be God, is utterly irre- 
concileable with the sentiments and {eclings 











with which they evidently regarded his mirac- 
ulous performances. We read on these ocea- 
sions of their wonder andamazement: of thetr 
terror and alarm. But what reason for these 
emotions, on particular occasions, when, in 
the person ot Jesus, the most stupendous oft 
all miracles was constantly before their eyes ? 
On some occasions, too, they etertained ap- 
prehensions for his safety; the ‘vy would once 
have dissuaded him from visiting his friends 
in the vicinity of Jerusalem because they 
thought his lite in danger trom the hostility of 
the Jews. — Is this possible ? The life of the 
supreme God in danger trom the malicnity of 
man! Reader, you are shocked at the ming- 
led absurdity and profaneness of the supposi- 
tion. But the sup position is necessary on the 
trinitarian hypothe sis. Nay, it is more than 
Supposition—it is historical cert: unty. These 
appre shensions the disciples certainly did en- 
tertain; yet, if trinitarianism be a doctrine ot 
the gospel, they, at the same time, believed 
their Master to be the Supreme, Eternal and 
Unechangeable God. 

Let us see, then, the true state of the 
question between us. We think we have sa- 
tistactorily proved, that the doctrine of the 
trinity was unknown to the Jews of our Sa- 
viourstime. At least, we have said enough 
to show that those, who maintain that this 
doctrine made a part of the Jewish creed, are 
bound to prove it. This we fearlessly affirm, 
they_never have done ; and we are contident 
they never can do it. It follows then, that, if 
the doctrine be true, it was taught the Apos- 
tles and first disciples by our Saviour. Yet 
no trace of such teaching, or of the efleets it 
must necessarily have produced, is to be dis- 
covered in their writings. No change in the 
tenor of their intercourse with him, in eonse- 
quence of such amazing communications, can 
be found to have taken place. It seems to 
have been uniformly the same, from first to 
last—always considerate, indulgent and af- 
fectionate on the one part; always repecttul, 
yet coptiding, tamiliar, and unc lashed on the 
other. Such an intercourse is perfectly nae 
tural between an inspired teacher, and his 
grateful and admiring disciples. Ulat it should 
have been maintained by erring men, in the 
sensible presence of their Creator and Judge, 
is tous utterly inconceivable. Again, if ‘Trini- 
tarianism bea doctrine of the gospel, the dis- 
ciples must have Kaown that Jesus was God, 
yet they wondered at his miraculous power, 
They knew that he was God, yet expected 
he would establish a temporal kingdom in Je- 
rusalem. They knew that he was the un- 
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changeable Jehovah, yet feared that he would 
fall a victim to the malice of the Jews! All 
these absurd and contradictory suppositions 
are necessary on the ‘Trinitarian scheme. 
They lie on the very surface of the gospel his- 
tory, and unavoidably present themselves to 
the notice of every man, who ts not afraid to 
read with his eves open. We have done no 
more than to state them fairly. Itis the bu- 
siness of our opponents to re concile them, it 
they can. For our own parts, we hesitate 
not to say, that, to our minds, atleast, they pre- 
sent such inherent and insuperable difficulties 
as no testimony whatever could surmount. 
A system of faith, of which it could be shown 
that they made a necessary part, would, to 
us, be altogether incredible—they would be 
sufficient to invalidate the strongest proots 
which were ever adduced. We thank God 
for our firm persuasion that the gospel of his 
Son is not chargeable with those absurd, and 
inischievous consequences, which error and 
corruption have but too long succeeded in fas- 
tening upon it. Tt will not avail our opponents 
to talk of mystery here. Our objections lie 
not against mystery; but against palpable 
absurdity, and inconsistency—against a scheme 
which represents the disciples as feeling and 
acting soas no other men ever did, and as it is 
impossible to conceive human beings ever 
should, feel and act. 

We have extended these remarks farther 
than we at first intended, aud have left our- 
selves no room for the consideration of the se- 
cond part of the subject. We may probably 
return to it hereafter. 

—> 1816/8 oa 
SIGNS OF THE TIMES. 

One of the most grateful ard satisfactory indi- 
cations of the progress of correct opinions on the 
subject of religion, in our country, is the rapid 
increase of periodical publications of a decidedly 
liberal character. By this term we mean to de- 
signate, in general, all such publications as main- 
tain, in its broadest sense, the right of private 
judgment in matters of faith. We hold it to be 
the privilege, and the duty, of all men to exam- 
ine the records of our faith for themselves; to 
form their own opinion of the facts, and doctrines, 
which they contain, and of the duties thence re- 
sulting; and to hold, and express these opinions 
without let, or molestation—without incurring a 
liability—-on account of their sentiments merely, 
while they are guilty of no conduct, that violates 
the law of Christian kindness, or disturbs the 
peace of society—to censure, or reproach ; to any 
injury to their feelings or reputation; or to exclu- 
sion from the charity and fellowship of their chris- 
tian brethren This is what we mean by liberali- 
ty in application to this subject; and we consider 
those as liberal Christians—by whatever name they 
may be known—who agree with us in this funda- 
mental principle, 








Six years since, there was but one periodical 
publication in the United States, to which the 
above ce scription could ap ‘IN, and this one, tho’ 
conducted with ability by its venerable Editor, 
had a very limited circulation There are now 
twelve, at least, of this character, and most ot 
them well supported. From some of these we 
do indeed differ, and differ wide/y, on certain 
points of doetring $ neither can we altogether ap- 
prove of the manner, in which some of them are 
conducted on the ground either of taste or prin- 
ciple. But they are all, cach in his way, and 
manner, the strenuous advocates of religious tree- 
dom; the fearless assailants of bigotry, and spi- 
ritual domination; and on this yround we hail 
them as fellow-labourers, and cordially bid them 
God-speed. The effects of these publications are 
daily becoming more conspicuous and striking. 
There is, unquestionably, a growing attention to 
religious subjects in almost every part of our 
country ; and especially among that portion of the 
community whose influence and example, if en- 
gaged on the side of truth, will be likely to pro. 
duce the most salutary eflects; we mean, persons 
of strong sense, and cultivated minds. Men of 
this character have been too often driven into 
the ranks of infidelity by the repulsive form which 
Christianity, in the hands of bigots and sectari- 
ans, has been made to assume. The absurdities 
of the vulgar system, which they were taught to 
consider as the system of the gospel, their minds, 
instinctively, as it were, rejected. They were too 
busy, too much engrossed with other pursuits, to 
institute a laborious investigation for themselves; 
and the gospei in its native truth and beauty, had 
never, perhaps, been presented to their minds. 
They were left, therefore, to a cold & comfortless 
scepticism, if not to downright disbelief. In- 
calculable is the injury which society has, in this 
way,sustained. The influence of many of its bright- 
est ornaments, in every other respect,has, with re- 
gard to this, its highest interest, been neutralized, 
at least, if not rendered positively hurtful. The 
progress of liberal Christianity, is, we rejoice to 
think, effecting a remedy of this evil. This in- 
teresting portion of the community are fast return- 
ing to their natural allegiance. We say naéural, 
and we speak advisedly; for it is not, whatever 
our opponents may say, or think, it is not natural 
for well informed men to reject the gospel, when 
fairly presented to their minds. It approves itself 
at once to the judgement, and the conscience; 
and they are guilty of a libel on human nature, or 
the gospel, or both, who affirm otherwise. There 
is in the minds of all men an inherent love of 
truth. Error is never embraced for its own sake; 
it is only admitted under the disguise of truth. 

The cause of truth and righteousness has no- 
thing to fear, if they can but fairly meet their ad- 
versaries in openday- They are mecting them, 
in every quarter, with triumphant success ; and 
they will go on “ from conquering to conquer.” 
On this state of things we heartily congratulate 
the friends of the good cause throughout the world. 
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